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$771S Diſcourſe was long ago ſuppreſs'd by 
" the Author, after it had been ſent to the 
? Prefs, and the Copy was loſt.” But a Gen- 
tleman who lived with the Tranſcriber, retriev'd a 
Copy, and has, at his own Charge and Trouble, ex- 
poſed it to the World ; the Author neither correfting nor 
reviewing it : ſo that Whatever Errata's you meet with, 
all muſt not be laid upon him. This 1 remember he told 
me, that: if be had put it out himſelf, he would have 
cut off a great many extravagant Enlargements, ( ſo 
he termed them ) which thongh they paſſed in the Pal- 
pit, could not but be irkſom to an intelligent Reader, 
| who expefis not Words, but Reaſon. 
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17 TT. Peter himſelf; was not. more> eminent: in; the 
\ WU. Church of God, than he whole Feſtivals we this 
| Þ day..celebrate. | If Cephas [was 2 Pillar, fo was 
# James alſo: | And in. that.pure-and. primitive 
. Council, mentioned, A#s 15. he 1s fo far from coming 
ſhort. of St, Peter,1n Place and en: that the gene- 


ral Vague will here give him'the Priority: For after h 
Oe I Pe Ne 
chief of this ,Diyine Convocation, briefly. rehearſeth 
their ſeveral Opinions, and laſtly gives his. defigitive 
and'determinative Sentence, /T hat, we trouble net : them, 
who from. among. the Gentiles. ure turned. to;Ged. And 
though, Rowe, hath raiſed. her proud; Hills above. the 
Clouds, and ftretched forth her Neck beyond her. $i- 
ſter-Churches; yet we know that Jeruſalem was the - 
Mother of us all : There the Goſpel was firſt planted; 
from thence it was Siſperled. hromgh. the World : | and 
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2 The Divinityof our Saviour 
St. James was the firft Biſhop thereof, if we may be. 

eve Baronzes, And why then may © "ot St. "James S 
Succeſſors challenge Supremacy, as well as St. Peter's, 


fince Jeruſalem was IF -Church ? But if St. Pe- 
zter's Confeffion w=_ oY Prerogative, St. Philip 


wy TE in hergyua lay, he made it at Prforerhe : for 
Abe 4-46, No ths arbinacl, Wie him 

o whom Moles in the For and the vor did write : 
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ns Fo ED ſigns the nan nueyron Jars 'd of their Maſter, 
that he wo veartt; 6ſt be thr D2:d; iſter, and 
he hn ve ena ſh, 281 Su Servant to all ; itas moſt 
au, our Apoſtles were in the number of 


thoſe. mw which were the Foundation of the New 
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the fame Divine Eſſence. For whether we make uſe 
of rational, ſpiritual 'or corporal Opticks ; whether 
this Viſion be made. by the Eye of the Underſtanding, 
and. we interpret the; Words, He that knows me, knows 
the Father ; or elfe:by the Eyeof Faith, and ſo, He that 
believes in me, believes in the Pather ;, or we take the 
Words properly, and by: ſeeing is meant the Attion of 
our corporal and ſenſitive Organ ;. the reſult will be the. 
ſame, the Conſequence not different. For if it be true, 
that whoſoever knows or believes Chriſt, knows the 
Father, the Conſequence will be,. what our Saviour aſ- 
ſerts, John 10. 30. That he and the Father are one. 

But to theſe obje&t Socinw and the Racovian Cate- 
chiſm, firſt, That theſe Words can by no means be ap- 
plied to the Divine Eflence, which, ſay-we as well as 
they, is. inviſible and inacceſſible to the moſt piercing 
Eye-of poor Mortality, ſing the Angels themſelves are 
forc'd to vail their Faces. But this 1s ſo ſenſlefs a ſhift, 
that they muſt be blind indeed, who cannot ſee how to 
anſwer it : For who ever' was ſo quick-ſighted yet, as 
to ſpy the Eſſences of 'Things? Eſſentia rerum non in- 
currunt in ſenſus. Who ever look'd upon a Man, and: 
ſpied his Soul, that Bird of Paradiſe, perking upon a- 
little Glandule 10 the midft of the Brain, and from 
thence giving its imperious DiQtates to! every Member 
of the Body ? Orelfe,. what Tube or SpeQacles did he 
uſe, to ſee the Soul diffuſed through the whole, and.be 
wholly in the whole, and yet wholly in every part, 
thereof ? Now though when. we look on a Man, we 
cannot ſee .his Eſſence, -and yet by his Diſcourſe and. 
Reaſon, we ſee. and know he hath the Eſſence of a 
Maa : ſo whoſoever looks on Chriſt, though the Di> 
vine Eſſence be inviſible ; yet ſince he that ſees him, 
tees the. Father, muſt. neceflarily acknowledg,. my he 
. Bath. 
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hath the Eſſence of the Father, he 4s one with the Fa- 


ther, he 1s the moſt High God, the God of 1/rasl. 
| But ſay the ObjeQtors, If this be granted, yet the 
Conſequence you make. is altogether illogical ; for if 
. it be true, that.he who ſees. Chriſt, ſees the Pather, it 
naturally follows, that Chriſt is the Father, and not, as 
you ſay, that he-is one in Eſſence with the Father. 
And ſo, contrary to your own Principles, you confound. 
the Perſons, and make the Son the Father, and the Fa- 
ther the Son, which is a ContradiCtion, and altogether 

-impoſlible. | | 
To this Ian{wer, that the word Father in the Scrip- 


ture is taken either eſſentially and abſolutely for God, 


or the Divine Nature ;. or elſe perſonally and reſpe- 


Qively in reference to the other Perſons of the ſacred. 


Trinity. An. Example of the latter we have in the 


Commiſſion of Baptiſm ; Go, and diſciple all Nations, 


baptizing them in the Name of the Father, the Son, and. 
the Holy Ghoſt. And again, There are three that bear 
Record in Heaven, the Father, Son, and Holy Gho#. 


And an Example of the former we have in thoſe. 


Words of the Jews, We have oze Father, even God : 
And of the Prophet 1/aiah, chap. 9. 6. His Name ſball. 
be called Wonderful, Counſellor, :1 he mighty God, The E- 
werlaſting Father. Now either the Prophet meant he, 
ſhould be called as he wasto be,and. then the Everlaſting: 
Father muſt ſignify eſſentially the Eternal God ; or elſe 
' he ſhould not be what he foretold he ſhould be called :: 
And. ſo there is here. no Prerogative of the Meſſiah 
foretold, but the Prophecy is.a mere Scoff, and an iro-. 
nical Mock-of him. who. was to be the Deſire of all Na- 
tions. And the meaning is, he ſhould be called the: 
wonderful Counſellor, but he ſhall be. only one of no: 
Parts, no Wit, Counſelor Advice :. He ſhall be called: 

] The 
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The mighty God, but fhall be only iN #vpems, 2 poor, 
weak, tlly Man : He ſhall be ealled, The Ever/stins Fa- 
ther, but ſhall be the moſt deſpicable: among(t the Sons 


of Men. Now ſince this Interpretation is contrary ro | 


the Scope of the Prophet, and the Tenour of the whole 
Scripture, and it's a ContradKrion thet in one and the + 
ſame Reſpe& the Father ſhould be the Son, and the 
Sor! ſhould be the Father ; we muſt conclude that the 
word Father in this Prophecy muft be taken effentially 
for Gad, or the Divine Nature. And if hereand in FA 
veral other Places of Scripture, (which my time will 
not now give me teave to erumerate} the word Firher 
is ſoraken, why not in: this Speech of our Savioar's? - 
which will make the Senſe clear and obvions to the 
meaneſt Underftanding, He that feeth me,ſeeth the Father, 
that is, keth God, him who hath the Divine Nature; 
or elſe, whictt amounts to the-ſame, is one in Eſſence 
with the Father, 

[Fhere is yet an Interpretation more, which is the 
learned Hammond's, in his Paraphrafe on the New 
Teſtament, where he faith, The Son is faid to be the 
Fmage of his Father, and whoſoever ſeeth the Son, ſeeth 
the Father, alluding tothe Expreſſion of the Apoſtle, 
where Chriſt is ſaid to be the Brightneſs of hu Father's 
Glory, the expreſs Image of his Perſon. Bat-this is fo 
far from helping our Adverfaries, that indeed it doth 
both confute and confound them : For though, as they 
lay truly, the Image, and thar it repreſents, cannot be 
the ſame ; yet the Son cannot be faid to be the Image 
of his Perſon, without he have one and the fame Dt- 
vine Nature and Effence: For every Tmage eirher ex- 
preſſeth the outward Lineaments and Proportians of 
the thing it repreſents, as a Picture, Statue and Im- 
rreffion ; or elſe rogether withthe outward Lineaments, 

| the 
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the Gefture and Motion of the thing it repreſents, as a 
Mirrour or Looking-pglaſs. Thus Man as he was crea- 
tod itt Holineſs, and had Power given him over the 
Creatures, tid reptefent, or was the Tmape of God in 
the Imitation of the Divine Operations, or in the Ex- 
erciſe of his Power, Juſtee wnd Mercy : or le it ex- 
_prefſech the Nature, Geris, Perſon, and internal 
 Formof that whereof i is the Tmage. Thus the Son 
bf Man cannot beithe natural Imageof his Father, un- 
le he hath one #nd the ſame ſpecifical Nature with 
his Father, and is like him in the Qualities and En- 
dowmeats'of the Soul: Nox progenerat Aquila Colum- 
bam; "tis a Man only that begettetha Man; *tis a Man, 
not'a Horſ&'or a Lion, canbe the expreſs Imape of the. 


Perſon-of a Man. Thus nothing can be the expreſs 


Imape of Infinity, but what 1s infinite: And the Son 
of God, the eternal Son of an eternal Father, God of 
God, Light of Light, is the expreſs Image*of his Fa- 
ther's Perſon : As he hath-oneand the ſame not fpecifi- 
cal, for the Divine Nature is indrvifible, and can be: 
but one (fince it is impoſſible - there ſhould be more 
than one infinite moſt perfe&t Effence) but individual 
- Divine Nature --and Perfe&ions. And fo the Words, ac- 
cording'to this Interpretation, amount to thus much, 
thathe that ſeerh Chriſt who is the expreſs Tmage of 
his Father's Perſon, ſeeth htm who cannot but be of the: 
fame Nature and Divine Eſſence : And ſo the Conſe- 
quence is yet more clear and evident, that Chriſt is. 
one with the Father, chat he is the moſt High God, 
the God of Tfrael. 

The Words being thus clzared, if there were no 0- 
ther Place of Scripture to prove this great Truth, yer 
from this alone we have ſuffictent Ground to believeit. 
But the Divinity. of the Blefled Feſas 1s almoſt. in every 
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Paragraph, writ in ſach large and evident CharaQers, 
that he that runs may read it: Would you ſee it written 
by a Sun-Beam ? What can be more bright and ulluſtri- 
ous, than that Saying of St. Paul to Timothy? 1 Tim. 


- 3.16, Without Controverſy great i the Myſtery of .God- 


lineſs : God was manifeſted in the Fleſb, juſtified in the 
Spirit, ſeen of Angels, preached to the Gentiles, believed 
oa in the World, received up into Glory. Here the word 
God is the Subject. of {ix Propoſitions together, and 
therefore according to the Rule laid down by the Soci- 
nians, ſignifieth the ſupream Power and Majeſty, ex- 
cluding all others from that Deity. © Now that that 
Text is meant of our Saviour, and not of the Will of 
God revealed by frail mortal Man,: and glorioully re- 
ceived on Earth, as they would interpret tlie Place, is 


. clear, without they make the Scripture ſpeak Contra- 


ditions; and ſo to be taken up: into Glory, be to be 
received gloriouſly on Earth; and then up is down ; 
above, below ; Earth, Heaven. | 
Beſides, it is the ſame Word which 1s uſed by the 
Septuagint for the Aſſumption of Exzoch and Elijah, 
and in the New Teſtament for the Aſcenſion of our Sa- 
viour ; Mark 16. 19. As 1.2. Ats1I.11, 22, Where- 
fore this being the conſtant Notion of the Word, we 
muſt: either learn a Language which the Scriptures 
know not, and the Holy Ghoſt never uſe ; or elſe ac- 
cording to their own Rule, Jeſus muſt be this moſt 
High God manifeſted in the Fleſh. Would you read 
this DoQtrine engraven by the Point of a Diamond ? 
Conſult St. Fohz's firſt Epiſtle, chap. 5. ver. 20. We 
know that the Son of God is come, and hath given us an 
Underſtanding to know him that « true: and we are in 
him that is trye, even in his Son Jeſus Chriſt : This us 
he true God, and eternal Life. 
To 


_ Tothis our Adverſaries objeQ only, That there is a 
Poſſibility the. laſt Words.in Graminatical Conſtruction 
may be referred to the Father. But hecauſe the'Son is 
the immediate Antecedent, to which the Relative can 
properly be referred, 2. The Son is here chiefly treat- 
ed on, which is the Rule they give for interpreting tuch 


' Places: of Scripture. And, 3. fince the Reaſon ren- 


dred, why we are in the true God, is, becauſe we are 


in the Son, vie. becauſe the Son is the true God. And, 


4. tn St. Fohy, the conſtant Title of our Saviour is Eter= 
nal Lite. Since, I ſay, all theſe Reaſons are in-the Text 
it ſelf, why the Title of the true God ſhould: be attri- 
buted to the Son, and not here referred to the Father; 
who indeed is ſpoken of 1a the Text: but at a diftance, 
I. cannos but conclude that our Saviour is the True God, 
and Eternal Lite, the moſt High God, the God of 7/- 
raect, 

If we. look into:;the Old Teſtament, we ſhall find 
many Places which-direQly ſpeak of the God of 1/raet; 
which are interpreted by the Apoſtles 1& the New, to 
be meant of none but Chriſt, It Devid fay, The Ir ac 
lites luſted in the Wilderneſs, and tempted God inthe De. 
fart : and Moſes deſcribes the Hiſtory thereof, Numb. 
21. 5,6. and tells/us, God ſent fiery Serpents to deftroy 
thew : St. Paul will tell ns, tha' God was Chriſt; 1 Cor. 
r0.9. Neither let us termipt Chriſt, as ſome of them alſo 
tempted, aud were deſtroyed of fiery Serpents. What in- 
| deed wonlkd theſe Men have, if we muſt not believe 
ſuch Places and palpable Truths as theſe are ? Will 
they make.both us and themſelves Idolaters ? And yet 
they do nootherwiſe, who give the Honour and Wor- 
{ſhip to the Creature, which is due only to the Creator : 
for (beſides that God faith, he will not give his Honour 
to another) what I pray you - Religious Worſhip, = 

that 
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60 The Divinity of our Saviour 
that Homage, Faith and Obedience, which ought to 
be paid, and is really due from the Creature co the 
great Creator ?? Now as it 1s impoſſible that God can be 
otherwiſe than the firſt Cauſe and Creator of all things, 
and ſo cannot deveſt himſelf of that Soveraignty which 
he hath over-the Creature; ſo it is equally impoſlible 
that another ſhould have the ſame Homage, Honour 
and Religious Worſhip with the moſt High God, with- 
out Idolatry, (and yet we are bound to honour the Son 
as we honour the-Father) unleſs he be likewiſe the firſt 
Cauſe, the great Creator; which for a Creature to be, 
implies a ContradiQtion. Since then the Reaſon of - 
the Law, viz. our Obligation to worſhip God upon 
the Account of Creation, always continues ; why not 
the Law it ſelf, which commands, Thou ſhalt worſhip 
God alone, and him only ſhalt thou ſerve? If they ſay 
their Worſhip of Chriſt is ſubordinate, and direed 
through Chriſt to God the Father ; why then do they 
call the Romaniſts Idolaters ? Why do they not ſhake 
Hands with Bellarmine; and kiſs the Pope's Toe, whop 
allows no other Worſhip to the Virgin Mary, and'the 
reſt of the Saints, than they do to Chrift, whom they 
make altogether a-Creature ?' N — their Simily 
of a King and his Son, or a Favourite, \do here; for a 
King may deveſt himſelf of his Royal Authority : bur 
it is otherwiſe with God, he cannot- but be the firſt - 
Cauſe of all things, and therefore the Creature will be 
always bound to worſhip him as ſuch. Now as it's 
contrary tothe Juſtice and: Truth of God to command 
us to worſhip him for the firſt Cauſe, for the Creator, 
who is but a mere Creature : So ſince we are obliged 
by Scripture to pay the ſame Homage, Faith and-Obe- 
dience to the Son as to the Father, to honour the Son 
as we honour the Father ; we muſt conclude that the 
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Son, as well as the Father, -is the firſt Cauſe, the great 
Creator, the moſt High God, the God of Iſrael. 

-But-I will not ſtand any longer. to prove the Sun 
gives Light; © Our Saviour himſelf! whois 5 As, the 
higheſt Reaſon, proves the 'Truth of this 'Doftrine in 
this very Goſpel appointed for this Day.; in the Verſes 
immediately following the Text; from the In-dwelliog 
of the Father and the Son : the Greeks call it mzg13</g40) 3 
. the Latines, Circuminceſſio ; but I know not well kow, 
to render it. Our Saviour faith, Becauſe I am in the 
Father, and the Father in me ; which 1s fully expreſſed. 
by the Apoſtle ; For in him, ſaith he, dwells the Fulneſs 
of the Godhead bodily. : 

The ſecond Argument 1s drawn from his Words or 
DoQtrine: The Words, faith he, that T ſpeak, T ſpeak - 
not of my ſelf, but the Father that awelleth in me. The 
Prophets of old ſpake as they were moved and dire&ed 
by God ; but here it is God himſelf that ſpeaks. God 
who at ſundry times and in divers Manners ſpake in time 
paſt unto the Fathers by the Prophets, hath in theſe laſt 
Days, ſaith the Divine Author to the Hebrews, {poker 
nnto us by his Son, his natural Son : "The Word being 
here taken emphatically, as appears by the Oppoſition 
here made to the Prophets, who are in Scripture-Lan- 
guage ſtiled the Children or Sons of God. Never 
Man ſpake as he ſpake,/ by his Adverſaries own Con- 
fefion ; Vox non hominem ſonat, eff Dems certe : Whar 
was blaſphemouſlly aſcribed to Herod, is moſt certainly 
true ; here zt # the Voice of God, and not of Man. 

The third Argument 1s taken from his Works and . 
Miracles; He, the Father, ſaith Chriſt, doth the Works, 
believe me ; ver. 11. For the very Works ſake they de- 
clare my infinite Vertue, and demonſirate my Omnipotency. 
The ruMling and roaring Winds, the boiſterous Waves 
Y KC 6 --. Qbey 
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obey his Voice, and the Seas acknowledg the Lord High 
Admiral of the Ocean, to. be aboard : The Fiſh bring 
Silver in their Mouths to do Homage, and pay their 
Quit-Rents 0 their ſupream Lord and Maſe aker : *The 
Loaves and Fiſhes multiply, as receiviog another Na- 
ture from the God of Nature, and'the Author of all Fe- 
cundity : Difeaſes fly, and rhe. Devils tremble at his 
Command, and are forced to confeſs, what the Socinians 

deny, —— 1s the Holy One, the moſt High God, 

the God of I/red: SONY ij | - 
Neither will the ObjeQtion which they make from 
the 14th Verſe of this Chapter, where Chriſt faith, He 
that believeth on him, ſhall do greater Works than he #oth, 
fgnify any thing ; for the Words anfwerthemfelvyes: 
It is by his Power and Authority they -are done, by be- 
heving on him who is one in Effence with rhe Father; 
for whoſoever believeth on him, belicveth on the Father. 
Fefus ſatrh unto him, Have T been fo long time with you, 
and aft thou not imnown' me, Phitip ? He that hath ſeen 
me, hath feew the Father. | 

But, {aith carnal Reaſon, this is an hard Saying, who 
can bear it ? What Horm-Poers Tricks have we here to 
make two'one, and one two? What Legerdemasin Di- 
vinity ? What religious Non-fenſe 15 this ? Carthe Fa- 
ther be the Son, and the Son the Father? If the Son 
have the ſame Eſſence with the Father, how then can 
they differ ? Canany thing differ from ttsown Eſſence? 
Can 1t differ from its ſelf ? Sure thefe are the Dreams of 
ſome ſuperſtitions Zealots, whoſe Deyotion makes them 
with the Athenians, build Altars, «wei, ro the 
Unknown God. 

The moft High God, who ts- the higheſt Reaſon, 
will not obhge hts Creature ro behieve things contrary 
to Reaſon, and make us do Violence to our own natu- 
ral Paculties. | The 


 ifſerted ndYintivatel,” \ 13 
- The ofd Jews thought aot of ſach-a Plurality of Per- 
fons in one Divine: Eflence ; © the 'Old? Teſtament no 
where mentionethit.: And if we conſult che New, we 
ſhall ne Chrift's Divinity to: be by:Donation,: riot by 
Erernal Generation; ithat God highly exalted fon; and 
gave him'ia Name aboveievery Name::. but. ichis was 
the Reward of an excellent Vertue, of ian iincompara» 
ble Submiſſion toithe Deathiof 'the-Croſs,vand an un- 
erring' Obedience;;2 nothing here: of an' Bxiftence and 
Divinity befc;e he'was/born'of 'the Virgin, :?Tiberue 
indeed, he might be valled rhe Soy of God, becauſe the: 
Virgin was over-ſhadowedÞy the Power of the' moſt 
High ; but who ever drearm'd, the. Antient of Days 
_ was:con-infantiated, -and :entred inco'the/Womb:iof a 
Woman? If. this' be true, how: could! the Father be 
reater than he ?--Can any thing be' greater than it 
RE? Why doth Chriſt ackfowkdg-thatall the Power 

he hath, was given him of the Bather; thae he can do. 
nothing of himſelf ; that he came: not of himſelf, nor 
to do his own Will, or to feek his-own Glery ? If he 
be the moſt High God, how cornes it to paſs that he is 
not omnſfcient, that he knows not the Day of Judg- 
. ment, «that he-cannot difpoſe of Places m Heaven, that 
he'denies himſelf to 'be good, that be affirms the Fa- 
ther to be the only true God ?' How is it, that he recei- 
ved' Commands from God, tobe ſent into the World ? 
What makes him to pray? What, did he put up his 
Petitions to hunſelf ? If he be:God, how could he die, 
and be raiſed again by the Power-of his Father? And 
laſtly, why doth he give this'as the only Reaſon why 
he is faid to be the Son of God, becauſe he was ſant- 
fied by the Father, and ſent into the World 2 Thus 
you fee theſe Zamzwmmims of Reaſon would deſpoil 
the 5d Ady@>, the higheſt Reaſon of his Divinity, Burt 
| | aS 
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1.4 The Divonty vf.:0ur Savinyr 
as Eliſha ſaid tohis Servant, There be 'more with us than 
with them; and if that one, who 1s:more than all, be 
for us; if. the Chariot and Horſemen of {frar!.ibe.on our 
fide, let. Socinm and:his Followers do what'they: can, 
doubt mot hut;we ſhall preyailagainſt them. 2 {1s 
The 'time allotted for: this Exerciſe; will not give me 
leave to anſwer diſtiaQly, to every one of theſe Argu- 
ments. I will therefore;reduce them: ſummarily into 
Heads)and Claſſes j and by applying.an Anſwer to.each 
Head, ilet you ſte eafily.how-you may give a diſtin& 
Solution to every, Argument in' particulac. -+ | |: /1;; 
Firſt then, faith the ObjeCtor, it. is againſt Reaſon. 
To this.I anſwer, That it may be above Reaſon; as to 
the manner of ;explaining it; but that:it-is contrary. to 
right:Reaſon, I deny ;. for Reaſon, i that; Divine Candle 
of the Lord, -hath diſcovered the: neceſſity of this Do- 
Qrine to. her chiefeſt Adorers, To pals by Triſmegiſtns 
and others, whoſe Writings are ſuſpeQed ; what made 
Plato in his fourth Book of Laws, ſay, that God ſhould 
be the Rule and. Meaſure of all things, principally if 
any where he took upon him the Nature of a Man ? 
Why did Ariſtotle ſay, it was neceſſary the Gods im- 
mortal ſhould-veſt themſelves with Humanity, to de- 
ſtroy the Errors were Crept into the World ?.. Tully 
faith, The time will come, when there ſhall be bur 
one common Lord and Maſter, God himſelf, who ſhall 
reign upon the Earth. Beſides, the Platoniſts plainly 
aſſert in their Writings, that there are three Hypoſta- 
ſes or Perſons in the Deity. | Either theſe Men found 


-out this by the Light of Nature, and then how can it 


be contrary to Reaſon ? or elſe, they had it by Treaditi- 
on from the Jews, and then it ſeems the old Jews un- 
derſtood it. And certainly it is the DoQrine of the O!d 
Teſtament as well as the New. 2 Ep 

, jr But 


Aſſerted\ and Vindicated, T5 

But Reaſon-ſhews the neceſſity of this DoArine from 
one of her firſt Maxims or Principles :* Every Good, 
ſaith ſhe, the more communicative: it is, the better-it 
1s: if God then be infinitely good, he muſt be infinite> 
ly communicable, which can no otherwiſe be, but. by 
Communication of the Divine Efſence, which is only 
infinitely good :- ſince the Creatures neither ſeparately 
nor conjunctly, - can any way befſaid to be ſo. Thus 
Reaſon ſpeaks a neceſſity of this DoQrine: Are not 
the Communicator and the Communicated diſtin& 
Perſons ? Yet there can be but one individual, though 
communicable Divine Eſſence, fince there can be but 
one infinitely Good and PerfeCt, as Reaſon diftates, and: 
we all confels. . 47h 
But to' this:they objeQ, That' the Son, as infinitely 


Good,. muſtalſo be infinitely Communicable, and fo iz- 


infinitum. To this I anſwer, That the AQ of Genera- 
tion or Communication, is infinite and eterna], and the 
Eſſence communicated is infinite ; how then can there 
be more. than one infinite and eternal Act of Generati- 
on ? Where ſhall ye next begin, ſince thiscan never be 
at an end? Eat if you urge the Proceſſion of the Holy 
Ghoſt ; Ianf' zer, That every thing which is begottert 
proceedeth ; gut not every thing that proceedeth is be- 
gotten, Eva%was produced and came forth of Adam, 
and yet was not-/generated by him : So the Proceſſion 
of the Holy. Ghoſt-cannot prejudice the eternal Genera- 
tion of the ſame.. For though the Eſſence be the ſame 
which is communicated from the Father to the Son, 
.and from the Father and Son to the-Holy Ghoſt ;: yer 
there is a difference in the Communication, the Word: 
being God by Ceneration, the Holy Ghoſt by Proceſſi-. 
on. So that tÞpugh there cannot be more than-one in=- 
finite and *'. Act in [no-genere, 11 its kind; by way: 
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of Vaderftanding, which im ſpiritual Beings is Con- 
eeption or Generation; 1{0,'s no contradiction, that 
there be an: infinize Aft of the Will too, by way of in- 
knite Laye or Volition,- which is Proceſſion. * 
But, faith the ObjeRor, if it be neceſſary that an 
infinite Good be infinitely communicable, how can 
theſe two be one ? as it is indeed the uſual Method of 
our Adverſaries.to poſe us. with-the manner of the Ex- 
iſftence of a.Plurality of Perſons ig one Divine|/Efftace. - 
' But who: knows. not, that as to argue: from: the Exift- 
ence to the manner of exiſting, is no Canſequence? ſo 
to argue we know not the manner of it, therefore: it 5s 
not, is very bad. Logick. We know ndt- how! the 
Loadſtone drills and draws the Iron into. its cloſe! Enx 
braces; but weaze ſure it's {of | The Wind! we kitow 
blows; but whence it comes, and. whither it: goes, we 
are. ignorant. In theſe, and a thouſand things more, is 
Reaſon pos'd in. Naturals, much: more in Supernacus 
rals.: So that it is a\ſyfficient Anſwer to fay,. Scripture 
and Reafon, telb us it is ſo.z buthaw it is fo, we. know! 
not.: Neither do we delice to know, left: with the 
Bethlemites we {mart for our peeping into the: Ark: of 
the Lord. Bat we are not altogether mthe:dark as to 
this neither : There. is ſomething. tn; Nature, (vrbich 
tho there be no! proportion between fine and infinite}: 
may' yet at the leaſt ſhadow out fomething not-altoge-- 
ther unlike. this Plurality of [Perſons in. one Eſffence: 
If welitt up our Eyes towards Heaven, and look upor 
the Sun, we cannot bat perceive ſome Glmmerings of 
this great: Truth in, thay beantiful and: glorious Body : 
Is. it not the Fountain and Cauſe: of naturat Light? 
Was it ever deſtitute of this pleaſing AQt of Generati- 
on? Did it not, ever ſince.it was a Sun, fend forth: theſe 
bright and —_ ? Thus the Son of God 


15 


Koted, and Pindiented iy 


is the Brightnefs'of his Father's:Glorp; the eternal Soh 
of an eternal Father, Are riot- the Sun 4d its:darling 
Liglit diftint ppaſRont, Dd they not differ 65 Cauſe 
and Effe&, Begettey and Begotten? It ts & poor ſhift 
here te fay;; that!Light- is-4 Quality '; for Reatbn 1tithe 
beft; of, Agtients;: Prmotritas, Epienras, and fitnerally 
in all the modern ' hiloſophers, ſpeaks the contrary. 
In ſhort, the Sun g turally and neeeffarily produteth 
Light, | Thus Godg&who ts the molt free Agent in this 
great 'A& of Gentron, : afts ex necefiitate Narar x; na- 
turally,i which is the higheſt PerfeAtion, as I ſaid be- 
Fore j becauſe being infinitelyGood,he is inflaitely Com- 
municable. Now that the Sun and Light, which, as 
Cauſe,ahd Effe&, Begetter and Begotten, have viit and 
_ the ſame individual | Bſſerice appears fron the tacit 
 Conſeat; of all Men Lever: met with: for if nothing 
interpoſeth between the Rays of the Sun'and.then), 
theyawill ay; thiey are in the San: And it is true, for 
the Snn is Light, and:Light Is:the Sun; they are one 
in Eſſence;-;tho diſtin}, as Cauſe atid Effect, I could 
enlarge much upon th! Similitude, and make it clearer 
than the Sun it ſelf,” KL jt Time calls me toanſiwer their 
other way. of whey wh by Scripture; where- 
in I will-be;ag conoiſe. agniay:be; for I fear I have alred- 
dy tired your Patience, 1 on ND 
Firſt, fay our Adverfaries, his Divinity was by D6- 
nation, as appears from Phil: 2.9. Arid again, the Fa- 
| ther is called the Head, nay'the God of Chritt. 
_-. T anſwer; All this i3 in reſpe@ of his humane Na- 
ture, as we may fee in the Chapter cited; Phzl. 2. for 
he that was in the Form of God, and- thought it no 
Robbery to be equal with: God, took upon him the 
Form of a Servant, ſubmitting; to the Death of the 
Croſs;. the Puniſhment -of Pug and Servants. m_ 
: * Exal- 


i3 The Divmity of our Saviour 


Exaltation therefore of the Humane Nature, as a Re- 
ward of his Death and Suffering, could be no prejudice 
tochis Divinity, which the Apoſtle aſſerts fully; in- the 
foregoing Verſes. ! 1517907 bog noni d 20, 

But, : faith the Obje&or, how can the Son'be the Fa-. 
ther? To do: nothing of. himſelf, not to come of him- 
ſelf, or ſeek his own Glory, are ImperfeCtions not ſui- 
table to the Divine Nature. , T anſwer ; What he calls 
Imperfe&ions, . are. the greateſt Perfections : for: ſince 
the Divine Nature:can be but.one Chriſt, if he be the 
proper natural Son of: God, as he is ſaid to be in Scrip- 
ture, muſt have the ſame individual Eſſence with the 
Father, and fo conſequently, what the Jews affirmed 
for Blaſphemy; the moſt High God: and he-doth no- 
thing of himſelf, becauſe-the Father that dwelleth- in 
him, worketh together with him. - Opera Dei ad extra 
ſunt indiviſa. - ' 4 23S. | 

The third ſort of ObjeQtions are from thoſe Scrip- 
tures which deny ſome Perfe&tions to belong to Chriſt, 
' in ſome certain ReſpeQ: But our . Adverſaries deny 
them abſolutely, as not to know the Day of Judgment, 
and the like. 

- The fourth ObjeQion is, when' they attribute-fome 
Imperfe&ian: to Chriſt abſolutely, 'which'is ſpoken of 
. him in Scripture only an ſome certain Reſpe&, as to be 
Man, 'to.Die;, to Pray, to be Raiſed again; that the Fa- 
ther is greater than he, and the like; all which are ſaid 

. of him. only in reſpett of his Humanity. 
- . Laftly, faith the ObjeQtor,' Chriſt gives this as the 
- only: Reaſon why he isfſard to be God, becauſe he was 
ſanQified,and ſent into the World, And here I beg your 
teave to be more copious 3 and that I may not ſeem to 
derogate, or take any thing from. the ſtrength of the 
Argument, I. will repeat the very Words of their _ 
Deel tors, 
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thors, as they are ſet down in the Racovian Catechiſm, 


pag. 19. Having premiſed, that the word God is taken 


two ways in-Scripture ; firſt, for the moſt High ; ſe- 
condly, for him who hath ſome ſublime Dominion un- 
der him; they add, that in the latter Signification, the 
Word of God is in certain Places dignified with the 
Title of God. . And this we.prove, faith the Racovian 
Catechiſm, from the very Words: of. the Son himſelf, 


John 10. 35. If ye call them Gods to whom the Word of 


God comes, and the Scripture cannot be broken : Say ye of 
him whom the Father hath ſ[an#tified, and ſent into the 
World, Thou blaſphemeſt, becauſe 1 ſaid I am the Son of 
God ? By this Speech Chriſt doth clearly intimate both 
that the word God is ſometimes attributed .in Scripture. 
to them who are far inferiour' to that one:God ; as alfo 
that he called himſelf the Son of God for no other rea- 
ſon, than becauſe he had been ſanQiified by the Father, 
and ſent into the World. mn ; 


To this I anſwer, 1, That I adnnt the diſtinQtion; 
but that the word God is ”_ to Chriſt only, in the 
latter Signification, is falſe, 'as I have before proved : 
And to ſay only, as they do, that 1n certain Places of 
Scripture, the Word, when attributed to Chrift, is ta- 
ken, in the latter Signification, for him that hath ſome 
derivative Power from the moſt High God, makes no- 
thing againſt us: for in certain other Places of Scrip- 
ture it is attributed to Chriſt, in the former Significari- 
on, for the God of Gods, or the moſt High God. It 
indeed they had ſaid, that in every Place of Scripture, 
where the word God is applied to Chriſt, it is taken 
only for him who is inferiour to the Supream God, 
they had ſpoke to the purpoſe. And if this be their 

D x | Mean- 
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Meaning, which I think-it is, yet what they offer for 
Proof, is altogether illogical and non-cpgent : For who 
that ever pretended to, Reaſon;: ever went about to 
prove an univerſal Affirmative by one Particular? and 
| yet they do no otherwiſe here, for thus they argue; 
| Chriſt calls himſelf the Son of God, and fo conſequent- 
ly a God in one Place of Scripture, az. Fobs 10, 36. 
wherein the word God is uſed in the latter Signifioation 
for. him that.. hath ſame derivative. Paayer: fromthe 
moſt High God, andfor no greater reafon; than be- 
cauſe he is fanQitigd, and feat into the World; . there- 
fore in every. Place af Scripture, . where! the wajrd God 
is alcribed: to: Chriſt, it mult be ſocakeh, 'ang+ for che 
{ame reaſon. ' Now: help me Logiok,” if 'this-be found 
Reafaning, .and good Argumentation ti Fhe' King: of 
England 'is called 'and acknowledged King, of Eraxce 
by is here in Eagland; therefore he-is fo in France, 
Spain, Italy, and all the World over, - Whois fo diza- 
ſighted, as not to perceive this egregious xon-[equitur ? 
But: ſuppoſe, what: carinat; be, granred, ' chat che called 
_ bimſelt God - for! that 'reatpp, yes-it. is nor expreſikd, 
that he calls himfelf ſo. fog nia greater; he might- de. 
glare this, and:canceal ophers at this time,/ 'when the 
Jews were about to; fhane him, -foy ought oor. Adveriaz 
zies can ay, ta the coatraryz:- Nay, what if: he doth 
aot at all alledg this Realon.)thr/ his calling of himſelf 

d? which deed he Goth not, as will appear frong, 
the conkderation of the Context. . Fhe. Fows, ver. 34. 
accuſe him of Baſphemy, and becauſe, thou being 4: 
dan, makeſt thy. ſelf: a God: '' Our, Saviour anſivers to 
this Acculation, Þhe. Spiipture calls. them Gods 16. 
_ of God came; therefore cif I am fan- 
tifed ar {et apart by the Bagher, and Rng into a | 
World. 
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World to preach this. Word, ' I am na 'Blafphemer, 
though I call my felf God. Ir is one thing tofay, I 
Fall my felf God, becauſe the. Father hath GanRified 
me and ſent me into the World ; and anethey to fay, 
If I call my ſelf God, for that Reaſon TI am no-Blaſ. 
phemer : for Chriſt doth not here; go about te ſhew 
how he is ſaid to. be God;; but to anfwer their Ae- 
cuſazion, ang prove that he. 'was .na Blafphemer, be: 
cauſe he faid he. was the. Son of God. ' So: that the 
Senfe of the Wongs is clearly this, I am no Blaf- 
p by calling my {elf God, figce being fanEi- 
fied by the Father, I fpake nothing coptrary ta' Scrip- 
ture, which calls theg: Gods to: whom the: Word of 
God came. | | FEED 
And now I hope I have brought to the ground this 
high and . mighty. Objetdioo, having ſhewn. firft; that 
the word God .(which is ſappoſed, not granted) be at- 
tributed v0 Chrift in the latcevSignification, for him 
that hath ſome derivative Power from the moſt. High 
God; yet in certain other Places of Scripture (when 
attributed to.him) it is taken for the Gogt of Gods, or 
the moſt High God. | | 


24,, If they mean (what is falſe) that in every 
Place of Seripture where: the word: God is given to qur: 
Saviour, it-is taken only for him, who. hath fome deri- 
vative Power from. the. mptb High God; yet their Ar- 
gument is not good, becauſe it concludes from one ſole. 
« Particular, an univerſal Afﬀirmative.. 


- | 2alp, Becaule: if he does give Jus Sandtificationand: 
Midien as a Reaſon of is: Deiwy-; yet it cannot be ſaid 
> +He called himſelf God for no greater Reaſon, ſince it is. 


nor. 


OO 
-- 
I 


2 #- yn Jos 
IS ”—_ - 
«> 


k "a 4-8 ” I Fw 
- x EF cans - $ : hn 
4 _—— cc ____Q 


Fw 4 0 — a as 4. , - . ” an <0 m# 6 Mn a Bo T3 
« _=_ =Y 1 5 £ —_ _ OS 4 
Fs | - OT. Dm = = + ; 4 - Je ps q ; 24 (2 p64 
"dd Me + _ - _ Bm; Py y - ” bh i C 4 
oy er bs £5 x at - > - 


| —_ =_ $ $- 
© 


} 
$ 4 
22 | The Divinity of our Saviour 


not ſo expreſſed in the Text, and:he might declare this, 
and conceal others at this time, when the Jews were a 
bout to ſtone him, Ais Hour, as he faith elſe-where, 
being not then come. 


4thly, and laſtly ; He doth not fay, heccalls himſelt 
God for that Reaſon, but ſaith only that if he call him- 
ſelf God, for that Reaſon, he is no Blaſphemer ; his 
Deſign being not to ſhew how he was God, but te 
prove he was no Blaſphemer. - So that I think now we 
may ſafely enough conclude, that he that ſees the Son, 
ſeeth the Father ; that Jeſus is one in Eſſence with the 
— that he 4s the moſt High God, the God of 1\- 
rae]. | | 


There are yet two Difficulties, the Independency of 
Chriſt, and the Union of the Divine and Humane Na- 
ture; both which I will briefly ſpeak to, and ſo 'con- 
clude. 


Firſt then, . ſay the Socinians, Chriſt is faid 'in 
Scripture to be the Son of God, and therefore (ſince 
the Divine Eſſence, which is infinite and moſt perfe&, 
cannot be multiplied without a Contradition) Chriſt - 
depends on the Father as to his Eſſence, which is an 
ImperfeRion not ſuitable to the moſt High Gad. In 
ſhort, ſay they, Chriſt is dependent, therefore not the 
moſt High God. 


To this I anſwer, 1. That nothing can be ſaid to de- 
pend upon another as to his Eflence, but what is in 
time after that which cauſethit; 2. That hath an Ef 


ſence individually diſtin from it; 3. Which is con- 


tingent 


— 
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tingent as to its Eſſence, or is in the Power of another 
to be, or not be. But nothing of this can be ſaid of 
Chriſt; for the Father -and the Son are co-eternal, nei- 
before or after other; the Son hath not an Eſſence di- 
ſtinQfrom the Father ; neither is the Son of God con- 
tingent as to his Eſſence: It is not in the Power of the 
Father, that he be, or not be, ſince the Father naturally 
and: neceſfarily begetteth the Son. In a word, they 
have both the ſame Eſſence, and how the fame can be 
{aid-to depend upon it ſelf, is a manner of ſpeaking I 
am not —_— with, and know not how to appre- 
hend. Chrift ſaith, Rev. 1. 1 am the firſt and the laſt; 
which Elogy the God of 1/rael, the moſt High God, 
appropriates to himſelf, 7/2. 48. 12. Now F would fain 
know'how the firſt Being can: be ſaid to depend upon 
another for its Being. - If our Adverſaries ſay, as they 
do,. that theſe Words are not to be underſtood abſolute- 
ly, but in. reference to the'Goſpel or Way of Salvati- 
on ; then they contradiQ their 6wn Principles, and 
take away the Difference between the firſt and fecond-. 

Cauſe. They make the Son the firſt Cauſe, and yet 
they ſay the Father is the firſt or prime Author of Sal- 
vation; and fo in reference to Salvation there is a firſt 
before a firſt, which implies a Contradiftion. I con- 
clude therefore, that theſe words are to be underſtood of 
Chriſt abſolutely, viz. that he is the firſt, being the = 
Cauſe of all things, that he is Alpha and Omega; the Be- W- 
ginzing and End, the firſt and the laſt; which denotes Ni 
not only his Eternity, but likewiſe his Independency ; 
For how can that which 1s before all things, be ſaid to 
depend on any thing ? - 


As to the Union of the Divine and Humane Nature 
| | mo 


F 
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into one Perſon, our Adverlaries. thus argue j; It's -injs 
—>poſlible that two endued with oppoſite Properties, 
x Thould combine into one Perfon: Or, that two Natures, 
cacl whereof 15 apt toconſticute a ſeveral Petfon, ſhould 


be united. into one Perſon, 


_T anſwer, Firſt, that is neither ſtrahge, itipoſſible, 
', Nor, as our Adverſaries ſay, repugnant to ſourid Reaſon, 
that two Subſtances, endued with oppoſite Properties, 
ſhould combine into one Perſon i: for the Soul is imntor- - 
tal, and the Body mortal ; yet theſe do ocombinethat 
they conſtitute one Perſon: Again, 'the Soul is not on- 
ly apt to conſtitute, but is. really a Perſon, accotding 
to the Platoniſt, (if a Perſon he a ſingular Subſtance en+ 
- dued with Reaſon) before its Entrance! intb the Budy. 
' for if each Soul did ſubſift by it, ſelf many.,thodfand 
Years before its Body, it could - not be ſhid to be part, ob 
a Man before it was united to the Body:  : And there: 
fore a Nature which is cot o8ly apt, but really conſt 
cutes a Perſon, may be united toanbther! Nature, as 
that both ſhall canftitute one Perſon, - There is no Ne3 
ceſlity therefore ia the Hypoſtatical Union, that there 
ſhould be two Perſons,and ſo conſequently'two.Chriſts ; 
for as the reaſonable Soul and Fleſh is one: Man, ſo 'God 
and Man is one-Chrilt, | 


And it is falſe, what our Adverſaries ſay, that the 
Similitude holds not, becauſe according to us Chriſt is 
both God and Man ; but Soul and Body are fo cons 
joined, that a Man is neither Soul nor Body, for he is 

| both. Thus the Scripture, ſpeaking of Men and Wo- 
men, ſays, So-many Souls were added to the Faith : And 
the common Speech is thus, is there any Body, or there 


IS 


Fan 


Aſſerted and Vindicated. 25 


is no Body, meaning none of Mankind in ſuch or ſuch 
a Place. But if they will not, the Platonifts Pre-ex- 
iſtence of Squls, which I, as Anſwerer, am not obliged 
to prove, but they to. diſprove; yet according to the 
common Opinion, that two Perſons cannot combine, 
there is no Fear there ſhould be two Perſons in Chriſt; 
for nothing can be ſaid to be a Perſon, (as your own 
Definition of a Perſon intimates by the word Individu- 
al) unleſs it aQually exiſt : -But the humane Nature of 
Chriſt never (exiſted, but in the ſecond Perſon of the 
Trinity. .It is true if the humane Nature had been in- 
dividuated, and ſubſiſted of it ſelf, before it was united 
to the ſecond Perſon of the Trinity, there might have 
been ſome Shew of an Objeftion ; but this- they know 
is not admitted. How then can Chriſt be ſaid to be 
more.than. one Perſon, ſince the Son of Man ſubfiſts 
only in the Perſon of. the Son of God ? What hinders 
then that a Perſon. may be ſo united to another Perſon, 
which if it ſhould ſubſiſt of it ſelf, would be a Perſon, 
that they both be one only Perſon, ſince the one ſub- 
ſaſts in the other, and hath no proper Subſiſtence of its 
own? -But it will be ſufficient in ſhort to ſay, Rem 
fſeimus, Modum neſcimus ; the thing we know, the 
manner we kaow not: And it is no good Conſe- 
quence, as I ſaid-before, to argue, you know not the 
manner, you. know not how the thing is,. therefore ir 
is not. 


Let us therefore admire and addre that infinite Wil- 
dom and Goodneſs of God,” which hath revealed ſo 
much of that great Myſtery to Mankind, which the 
Prophets foretold, and the Angels themſelves deſired to 
peep into,. viz. God manifeſted. in the Fleſh; ey 

| I JE 
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he that fees Chrift,, feeth the Father, ſees the inviſible 
God,. and approfcketh to-thit Light which is inaccalſt-: 
ble. Would you then {& the Father ? Is pour Soul a- 
_ thirſt for thelwying God? Do yoo breath and pant af- 
ter eternal Life? Why then do you any fonger gaze 
and gape after Vanity? Look upon Jefus, there 15:00 
ſeeing the Father, but by the Son: View him in his 
Word, view him in his Works; 4s bir avelleth the Enl 
eſs of the Godhead bodily: He only canſhew you the 
Father ; fie i the Way, the Truth, und the Life; be 
only can give: ya the Arite-palts of Erernity, and 
whilt you are here upon Earth, make yoga toach Hea- 
ven with a Finger: and though now, avthe Apoſtle 
faith, you raw fee tim but as through = Glaſs, Harkly; 
yet the'thme will come when you ſhall ſee him as he 1s, 
Pave t> Fac, encitcled with all bis Rays of 'Glory. 
Agait, would ybuTee the Pather ? Doth the Horror of 
your Sins iafright you, and the antinite Juftice of -an 
angry Ged terrify you? Have you been bitten by the 
hery Serxpeht, amd would you ſee the Bowels of Mer- 
cy, and the tender Compaſiions of a Father ? Look up- 
on Jeſus, view hith on the Croſs; fee how he ſtretch» 
eth forth his Arms to receivethee. How can't thon 
now.-Cchuſe but cry out with-the Apoltle, 5 patbs, 0 rhe 
Depth and Length and Breadth of the Love of God in 
Chrift Jeſns ! Behold him bleeding, there's Balſam in 
his Blood. The Serpent upon the Pole of the Croſs can 
cure all the venemous Stings of Satan, that red Dragon, 
that fiery Serpent. Let not the infimte Juſtice of God 
afy longer tertify you : He that ſeeth Jeſus, ſeeth alſo 
the Father of Mercies, the God of Comfort and all 
Conſolations. As thete was imfinite Puniſhment due, 
fo there 45 an itifinite Satisfaction made ; tor he =_ * | 
crifice 
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crificed himſelf for us, was both God and Man. By - 
the Blood of God, ſaith the Apoſtle, we are redeemed ; 
and Jeſus is this God, for he is, as the Apoſtle ſpeaks, 
Rom. 9. 5. over all, God bleſſed for evermore. Amen. 


To him therefore, with the Father, and the Holy 
Ghoſt, be aſcribed, as moſt due is, all Honour, Glory, 
Praiſe, Might, Majeſty and Dominion, both now and 
evermore. Amen. . 

Glory be to thee, O Lord. 


